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university of Wisconsin, „e».n. point • sloven, point, Wisconsin ..... 

April 23, 1990 


Marcia Goldstein 

Greenwood Press, Inc. " 

88 Post Road West 
Westport, CT 06881 

Dear Ms Goldstein, 

I have finished reading P. Melanson's Spy Sa ga typsescript 
relating to Lee Harvey Oswald's alleged role as an intelligence 
agent First I shall provide a brief comment answering your posed 
questions briefly, then on a separate sheet discuss the work more 

extensively. 

Before proceeding I should note that I am a bibliographe 
the assassination, as you know Greenwood published one of ., e forts 
in this area, and have read ever, book written on the murder of 
in English. Many I have carefully examined each footnote and pursu 
the sources the, cited to the original documents in order gra 

the scholarly base of the particular work. I know the literature as 

“ el \ a Iol h s:di; b p:: t fe;;::";ianso„.s work to be one of the poorest volumes 
I have aver read on the subject; from the viewpoint of the scholar , 
based works (as opposed to the polemical or political or irra ion 
volumes) I feel the only objective comment I could responsibly 
that it is the worst, as harsh as that might sound. 

1. What has the author accomplished? d 

In terms of the subject field he has contributed nothing, but 

confusion, distortions, and errors in the public ” ind ' anl 

2 Do you know of an, other important book on the subjec . 
no No in that no responsible volume addresses the fiel ” 1 s 

end yes in that portions of -hat he sets down have been tackle 
Others . For exa^e, Heisberg, 0 swa)d in New Orlea ns, gives 

picture of the New Orleans segment scholarship 

3 . Is the author's work entirely original and is 

Most of What he does rests on the work of others (often corrupted 
n„d the scholarship ^ 
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often simple ones, and sometimes dishonesty . 

t 

4. Is the work of real value and importance in the field? 

No 

5. What is the focus and accuracy. 

I really could not come to terms with what his focus was, he 
shifted, split into two or three purposes at times, then drew 
conclusions or purported conclusions that did not relate to what I 
could ascertain was his work. The volume is literally suffused with 
inaccuracies, both simple and major. The reviewers will pick up the 
ones they know about— the U2 incidents, the operation of the intelli 
system, etc. and demolish the book. They will be able I am certain 
To spot his logical weaknesses and certainly will trip up on minor 
errors if they bother to check sources at all. 

Enclosed are my extended comments. 

You requested the form of payment. I prefer money. 

Sincerely 
David R . Wrone 


P.S. 

Please keep my anonymity 



